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as Israel has transferred war tech-
nology, and AWACs technology was
sent over there as well as other sophis-
ticated radar communications gear has
been sent by Israel to the Communist
Chinese. We have closed our eyes to
that.

Over and over again we see our tech-
nology paid for by billions of dollars
just for our own security, and the
American people believed we should
give our military a qualitative edge so
we would not have to fight, we could
deter war. Like the C–17; the C–17 was
developed for what? To give our mili-
tary the most efficient and reliable
military transport plane in the world,
and now they are talking about turning
it into a civilian model and selling it
to the Communist Chinese. Of course
the civilian model will be painted in
pastels rather than that military
green.

It is absurd. We did not develop the
C–17 with all its incredible capacity to
fight a war in order to help the Chinese
Army move into Tibet, to destroy the
Tibetan people, or to fight the Muslims
in the far reaches of their country or to
put down Christians in some part of
their country. We did not do that. We
did not build a C–17 for that. We built
the C–17 to transport our own military
in the defense of our country, and we
were willing to put the research and
development into that plane.

It is not just the C–17, but all of these
equipment that we are talking about,
all of this gear that we are talking
about. We invested in it willingly. The
American taxpayers did this because it
would give us the edge to preserve our
precious freedom, and we wanted our
defenders to have that qualitative ad-
vantage so they could win and come
home safely.

Well, today these weapons are being
handed over for nothing, for nothing,
to the Communist Chinese, and noth-
ing maybe perhaps except for campaign
contributions, some political campaign
contribution. We will never get to the
bottom of that. I wonder where all
those Buddhist monks who gave those
$5,000 contributions in that Buddhist
monastery, where did they get that
$5,000 from? They were impoverished
Buddhist monks. They did not get it
themselves. Where did it come from?
We will never find that out.

We permitted an unfair trade rela-
tionship to provide Communist China
with $50 billion in hard surplus and
hard currency and their trade surplus
to purchase high-tech weapons and
tools and machines needed to produce
these weapons. At a tiny fraction they
are getting them of the cost that we in-
vested in those weapons and those ma-
chines in the first place. They are get-
ting the weapons at a bargain-base-
ment rate, and the taxpayers are end-
ing up through the Export-Import
Bank financing some of these sales,
some of the sales from manufacturing
units. And what are the Communist
Chinese—this is practically giving
them this technology that will put us

in danger and endanger the lives, en-
danger the lives of our military person-
nel if there is ever a confrontation with
this bloody and belligerent Communist
regime.

I think this is a scandal of monu-
mental importance.

America’s future is at stake. Our
young people will live in a dangerous
world, and what will they think when
they learn that we made it more dan-
gerous because we provided the world’s
most dangerous military power with
weapons as well as tools and machines
to produce their own tools and their
own weapons. What will they think?
And what will America’s military per-
sonnel think when they find that their
fellows and their brothers and sisters
at arms are being wiped out and being
torn apart, I mean blown out of the sky
with weapons that were perfected by
U.S. technology?

The 40 pieces of silver in the pockets
of our corporate leaders will not just
weigh upon their consciousness and
their consciences if we let this happen,
because it will not be just the cor-
porate elite who is at fault, although
they must bear the burden of making
immoral decisions as well and deci-
sions that hurt our country. But we
ourselves will have to bear some of
that responsibility. We ourselves will
have to bear that responsibility if we
do not put a stop to this, because today
we are aware of the erosion of our na-
tional security, and if we do nothing to
stop it, we must bear some of the
blame.

We cannot afford to surrender the fu-
ture of our country, the future of
peace, forfeit the survival and freedom
of America’s next generation. It is im-
possible that the Chinese military
could attack the United States; is that
right? It is impossible; that is, we have
heard that. It is not going to be impos-
sible. Let me tell you in the future it
will not be impossible for them to at-
tack the United States.

We could confront, we could confront
the Chinese in the Taiwan Straits a few
years ago when they were launching
the rockets across Taiwan trying to in-
timidate them. We confronted them
with our aircraft carriers, confident
that the aircraft carriers could defend
themselves, all those thousands of our
sailors on those carriers, and confident
that our homeland would not be at-
tacked by atomic bombs and missiles
launched from the mainland of China.
That is not true anymore, and every
day what we are seeing is our Amer-
ican technology is making not true,
and, if we have to confront them in the
future, we will be doing so at great risk
and perhaps lose thousands of our mili-
tary peoples’ lives.

In 1996, a Chinese publication, in a
Chinese publication, a major general of
the Chinese, in fact, it was the vice
commander of the Academy of Military
Services in Beijing, was quoted as say-
ing, and I quote:

As for the United States, for a relatively
long time it will be absolutely necessary

that we quietly nurse our sense of venge-
ance. We must conceal our abilities and bide
our time.

End of quote.
They are biding their time. They are

biding their time until we are vulner-
able.

Finally, if a decade from now a
crazed or power-hungry Chinese gen-
eral even by mistake or perhaps unin-
tentionally or even intentionally
launches a missile attack on the
United States, perhaps it will be just
one rocket or maybe two, but they
launch it over towards our country,
millions of our people will be inciner-
ated. The horror of it, and it is un-
thinkable, and if that happens at that
ghastly time, we will have to remem-
ber that President Clinton opposed de-
veloping a missile defense system, and
even worse, we may remember that the
upgrades of those Communist Chinese
missiles happened with American tech-
nology under President Clinton’s
watch. We cannot defend ourselves, and
we have given the technology to kill
us.
f

50TH BIRTHDAY OF THE STATE OF
ISRAEL

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 7, 1997, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. OWENS) is
recognized for 32 minutes, approxi-
mately one-half the time remaining
until midnight.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I hoped to
have a complete hour, but was going to
be divided in two parts anyhow. One
part I wanted to utilize to congratulate
the State of Israel on its 50th birthday.
I wanted to do that some time ago, but
it has been very difficult to get time on
special orders recently. So I am a little
late, but it is still the year of the cele-
bration of the 50th birthday of the
State of Israel, so I think that it is ap-
propriate that I make these remarks.
And I want to make the remarks in the
spirit of comparison of Israel with
many other nations and draw some les-
sons from the conduct of the leadership
of Israel.

Second part of my presentation I
wanted to deal with leadership in the
United States as compared to leader-
ship of Israel and other parts of the
world on the vital issue of education,
and I hope that I will be able to do
that. I know the rules are that I cannot
do that if the majority Representatives
show up to claim the last 30 minutes.
But I do hope to have the time to do
that. If not, I will settle for just using
the first 30 minutes to discuss the
birthday of Israel and the significance
of that in this modern world.

Mr. Speaker, I want to wish Israel a
happy birthday and state that it is 50
years old, and among nations that is
really an infancy, it is an infant na-
tion. You know, the United States is
222 years old, and we are considered
quite a young Nation at 222 years.
Israel at 50 years is an infant nation.
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But Israel is not alone. There are a

lot of new nations in the world now-
adays. There are many nations that are
younger than Israel, and it is very in-
teresting to compare some of the na-
tions about the age of Israel, some of
the nations that are younger than
Israel, and some of the nations that are
much older than Israel and look at the
performance.

Israel has done a great deal. The
leadership of Israel is to be congratu-
lated on the achievements that they
have accomplished in the 50 years of
the State of Israel’s existence. It is a
tribute to leadership, and by leadership
I do mean large numbers of people, not
just the prime ministers and the Cabi-
net ministers. Israel has had layers and
layers of leadership. As we say in bas-
ketball or football, the bench; they
have a lot of people on the bench whose
names you never know among the civil
servants and the deputies and the as-
sistants across a broad range of agen-
cies and activities developing policies
to maintain civility, a balanced civic
life in the nation. At the same time for
the entire existence of Israel, they
have been under pressure and fighting
for survival.
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So I salute that leadership and want
to talk about leadership. Sir Arthur
Lewis, who was a Jamaican and shared
a Nobel Prize in economics with a col-
league of his, sir Arthur Lewis’s major
theme in his book on developing na-
tions was that the key was leadership.
The key was not natural resources. The
key was not location, geographic loca-
tion. The developing nations prospered
and advanced in accordance with the
leadership that they had, and that was
the critical item.

If you look at the recently estab-
lished nations, nations who received
their independence even after Israel,
you see a pattern where if natural re-
sources and geographical location was
a determining factor, they should be
much further along than Israel.

For example, if you look at Nigeria,
and I think of Nigeria because Nigeria
is in the news today, Nigeria’s
strongman ruler, the dictator who has
been in the position for 5 years, but
they have had a lot of other military
dictators, he died today. Sani Abacha
died, and I do not care to comment on
his death or his life. I certainly do not
think it is the time to launch a critical
analysis of his regime, but I would like
to say that he leaves nothing behind
that we can be proud of in history. He
leaves a record of a sovereign predator
who used his enormous powers, and we
can see nothing good that came of his
great use and abuse of his enormous
powers.

Nigeria is a country blessed with nat-
ural resources. Nigeria is a country
blessed with the particular natural re-
source which guarantees wealth. Nige-
ria has not only fantastic oil deposits,
but they have a type of oil which is
much sought after all over the world.

So Nigeria has had oil wells pumping
for a long time, and if natural re-
sources alone could determine the faith
of a developing nation, Nigeria would
be among the leaders of the developing
nations.

Nigeria is 37 years old. It was granted
its independence by the United King-
dom October 1, 1960, so it is 37 years
old. Israel is a little older, May 14, 1948.
But Israel has no oil, no uranium, no
gold, no great deposits of diamonds.
Natural resources certainly do not
exist in any significant abundance in
Israel, so they did not have that boost.

Nigeria is 37 years old, and its oil
wealth has been squandered by its lead-
ership. The oil wealth has not been uti-
lized to really build a prosperous coun-
try. It is a large country, more than 100
million people. It is the most densely
populated country on the African con-
tinent. It has more population and
more people. It is not the largest in
size, but it has more people, 100 mil-
lion. South Africa, has many fewer peo-
ple, less than 30 million people. Nigeria
has 100 million. But it has vast land re-
sources and many other natural re-
sources, but oil is the key, because it is
the cash crop, the generator of cash in
hard currency. The cash that can buy
anything you want anywhere in the
world, Nigeria had that. But it has all
been squandered by the leadership of
Nigeria.

The leadership of Israel is a great
contrast. Having no natural resources,
the only oil well Israel ever had was
the oil wells in the Sinai Peninsula,
and they developed the oil there while
they were occupying the peninsula, and
then they gave it up. The leadership
decided at a critical moment that in
order to make peace with Egypt, that
they would agree to surrender the oil
wells in the Sinai Peninsula. So their
very short period of wealth by oil was
ended.

So the leadership of Israel stands out
even more when you take a look at the
nature of the land that they occupied.
It is land that had been given as desert,
where nothing great was going to hap-
pen there, certainly nothing in the
area of agriculture and self-sustaining
food production. Yet they transformed
that land into an agricultural giant.
They became an agricultural giant, not
only for production of food in the Mid-
dle East, but they exported large
amounts of food to Europe.

At one point, agriculture was their
major industry. It is no longer the
major industry in Israel. Agriculture is
not the major industry. High-tech in-
dustries, high technology industries
based on brain power and the develop-
ment of complex industrial operations
to take advantage of the knowledge
that is produced in the Israeli edu-
cational system and other parts of the
world, because Israel does benefit from
the fact that the leadership is drawn
from a diverse group of people who
came from all over the world.

The diversity in their leadership
probably explains some of the reason it

has been so effective. They have a
great deal of wisdom they bring as a re-
sult of years and years of the Jewish
people, centuries of the Jewish people
suffering, but they also have a knowl-
edge of all the cultures in the world.
People came to Israel from all parts of
the world. So Israel is a premier exam-
ple of what great leadership can do. No-
body else has accomplished this.

No other Nation can say in 50 years
they have accomplished as much as
Israel. It is basically a self-sufficient
society at this point, as much as any
society is. Even the great United
States of America, we depend on export
markets and various other things,
where if they were to collapse in other
parts of the world, it would have an im-
pact on us here also. So nobody is to-
tally self-sufficient, but in 50 years
Israel is about as self-sufficient as a
Nation can become. Yes, they receive
large amounts of aid from other coun-
tries, particularly from the United
States, but they have made good use of
that aid.

Let us examine the age of some of
the other countries that are in exist-
ence now. One of the youngest, prob-
ably the youngest, is South Africa. I do
not know of any country that has come
into existence since South Africa rees-
tablished itself May 10, 1994. So South
Africa, the new South Africa, the
democratic South Africa, the South Af-
rica where all of its people, black and
white, are allowed to participate in its
government, is only four years old. So
it is among the youngest.

The Congo is 37 years old. The new
Congo that came into existence after
the Belgians were forced to give it up is
37 years old. Most of that time it has
been under one leader, the leader was
installed after the death of Patrice
Lumumba. He, of course, recently died
also, and there was a whole new leader-
ship that has taken over.

But since then the Congo, with the
vast natural resources, vast wealth,
huge land mass, the Congo is an impov-
erished country right now. It can bare-
ly feed its own people. It cannot even
feed its own people. All of the potential
that exists there in terms of its wealth
and its minerals, tin and diamonds,
very few things you do not have in
terms of natural resources are there
that do not exist in the Congo. Yet the
Congo is a miserable place. The leader-
ship of Mobuto established by the CIA,
the Central Intelligence Agency,
helped to over throw the Lumumba
government and install Mobuto, and
Mobuto reigned for many, many years
with the help of the CIA and aid from
this country, and he did nothing but
pilfering the country. He was a sov-
ereign predator with all of the power,
and he did nothing but make himself
and his cronies wealthy.

Some countries that came into exist-
ence recently include Guyana here in
this hemisphere. Guyana is 32 years
old. Jamaica is 35 years old. Trinidad is
35 years old. I remember being quite
happy when the independence was
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granted to Trinidad and Jamaica and
Guyana and Grenada, because in my
Congressional district, you have large
numbers of people from all of these
countries. The West Indian population
outside of the West Indies, the greatest
concentration is in the 11th Congres-
sional District in Brooklyn.

b 2310
So I have experienced the joy of inde-

pendence with all of these different
groups. I also experienced the sadness
that set in as a result of the various
problems that each one of these na-
tions has experienced. They have vary-
ing degrees of success in this hemi-
sphere. But, generally, it is not a good
picture when you look at the econom-
ics of these various nations.

Trinidad and Tobago have a great
deal of oil. They had tremendous oil re-
sources. They still have substantial oil
resources. They were not utilized prop-
erly. The leadership did not utilize that
wealth properly in the early days of
independence.

If Trinidad and Tobago had made
some decisions about utilizing their
wealth to build a first class education
system, if they had educated their pop-
ulace and prepared for the complexities
of this century and the kinds of econo-
mies that we have now, they might
have done what they did in Bangalore,
India, begun to develop a large pool of
people who are educated in the area of
computer science.

Bangalore, India is considered the
computer programming capital of the
world, because they have this tremen-
dous pool of people, young people con-
stantly being produced from their edu-
cation system who are computer ex-
perts. Many American companies send
their computer work over there by con-
tract.

When they import professionals, peo-
ple in the computer industry, into this
country, they come from Bangalore,
India in large numbers. In fact, there is
an issue right now on the table con-
cerning the new American Competi-
tiveness Act which was passed by the
Senate.

That act provides for us to solve our
problems in terms of the shortage of
personnel in the information tech-
nology industry by bringing in foreign
experts, foreign computer workers, in-
formation technology workers. The
greatest percentage of those workers
would come from India.

Right now, there is a dispute because
some people are wondering how can we
have an American Competitiveness Act
which is designed to make us more
competitive by relying on outside
workers to come in? Why do we not
train our own workers? Why do we not
build up our capacity here and make
certain that large cities, the big cities,
inner cities with large numbers with
unemployed people, train the people
who are able to take these jobs, and we
would have the resource here in the
Nation.

One fallacy of relying on outsiders is
we are building the capacity of coun-

tries like India to create their own nu-
clear bombs and their own nuclear
weapons. Many of the Indians that
helped to create the nuclear bomb
which was exploded recently and for
which they have endured sanctions
from our government and indignation
from the rest of the world, many of
those experts were trained right here
in this country. They were trained
here.

As you train more and more, you
bring them in to work here, and you
pay them, you are increasing the pool
of people who come from India to be
able to do that kind of thing.

I am not going to single out Indians
and say we should not import more
computer workers and information
technology workers from India and dis-
criminate against them, import them
from other countries instead, I am say-
ing we should not be importing them
from anywhere because we have the po-
tential pool right here.

The failure of leadership, to get back
to my concern tonight, the failure of
leadership in places like Trinidad, Ja-
maica, Guyana, Grenada, the failure to
invest more in their own education sys-
tems places them outside the possibil-
ity of the realm of being able to have
workers come from their countries
with the same expertise as the workers
who are trained in India or some other
central European countries that will be
soon exporting workers to this coun-
try, instead of us developing our own.

The answer to the problems is to de-
velop our own. But if you are not doing
that, this is an opportunity that the
countries of this hemisphere had, but I
do not think it is going to be there
much longer.

So we have some countries that are
younger than the Nation of Israel, and
some have done very poorly in terms of
their years of existence and founda-
tions they have laid. I think Israel is to
be congratulated for having done far
better than the Soviet Union, which
came into existence in December 1922.

Russia, Ukraine, a number of coun-
tries that made up the Soviet, existed
long before the Soviet Union. The So-
viet Union was 75 years old when it
died. The Soviet Union is no more. It is
dead. That is very interesting. Modern
nations can die. Modern nations. A su-
perpower we have watched die.

So Israel is not invulnerable. It will
not go on forever. It is always going to
need what they have now, and that is
excellent leadership.

At 50 years, Israel is much further
along than the United States was at 50
years. At 50 years, we had endured
some pressure from the outside. We had
to fight for survival. There were a
number of different challenges to the
new Nation. Of course we came into ex-
istence only after fighting a war with
Great Britain. This new Nation was
struggling along.

Thanks to Thomas Jefferson, we have
doubled our size on to his presidency.
When he died, the Nation was 50 years
old. When John Adams died, the Nation

was 50 years old. Thomas Jefferson,
John Adams, James Madison, James
Monroe, they all left a legacy which
guaranteed that the Nation was strong
enough to resist the greatest challenge
that it faced in the 1800s when civil war
erupted and the Nation had to fight for
its life.

If we had had two nations resulting
from the Civil War, history would be
very different, I assure you. So we have
had, after our first 50 years, we were
much further along when the greatest
challenge that the nations ever faced
came along; that is, the Civil War.

Israel is not immune to some new ca-
tastrophe. They have suffered one ca-
tastrophe after another, one challenge
after another, one war after another
where everybody who is not familiar
with the Israelis themselves counted
them out and said they will never sur-
vive.

They were attacked from all sides at
one time before they made peace with
Egypt. Then they were attacked even
after that later on, and they are under
constant pressure.

If you take a look at the physical na-
ture of Israel, you can understand why
they are always at risk. Israel looms
very large in the minds of most of us
because of the fact that they play a
major role in terms of war and peace
and the world. They have a large popu-
lation in this country that, of course,
keeps us very much aware of the prob-
lems of Israel and the achievements of
Israel. So it looms large in our minds.

But when you go to Israel, the first
shock that I had when I landed at the
airport was that it is a very tiny coun-
try. You really begin to feel how tiny
it is when you land at the airport in
Israel.

I began immediately to feel it, even
before we started traveling around the
country and found that the country’s
dimensions physically are astounding.
It is so tiny in that it is hard to con-
ceive of the fact that its total area is
20,770 square kilometers. But you can-
not really envision that.

Stop and think about the State of
New Jersey. The State of New Jersey,
which too many New Yorkers think of
as sort of a suburb of New York, the
State of New Jersey is a State in itself,
but Israel is smaller than the State of
New Jersey.

As of July 1997, you were talking
about a population of 5,534,000. That is
a great increase. When I first went to
Israel in 1983, the population was about
3 million. So they have a great increase
in population by bringing in groups
from all over. But it is still only
5,534,000.

They occupy a very tiny strip of
land. The width of Israel is a very nar-
row waist. Of course the length also is
very short. The preoccupation of the
Israeli leadership with land is very
easy to understand. They have taken
the little land that they have, and they
have transformed it. The greening of
the desert is discussed often.
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They have used their knowhow, their
ingenuity, to make good use of all the
land available. But when it comes to
their defense in military terms, the
fact that it is so easy to penetrate with
even short-range rockets or short-
range artillery gives the Israelis a
well-understood concern always about
their survival in terms of land.

But the leadership, despite all these
problems, has maintained itself, and
everybody knows the military machine
that the Israelis were able to build was
a remarkable one, indeed. They have
earned high praise for that.

But most people do not understand
how at the same time the Israelis were
under such military pressure, they
have built a Nation with a strong edu-
cation system, they have built a Na-
tion with institutions of culture, they
have built a Nation that has a great
deal of compassion and humanity.

In the midst of all their troubles, the
Israelis rescued 40,000 black Jews, Ethi-
opian Jews, from Ethiopia and brought
them into Israel. In the midst of all
their troubles they made special provi-
sion for black Jews from Ethiopia. The
Israeli leadership decided to undertake
this very difficult job of assimilating
people who have a different skin color.

They were not stupid. They knew
very well that in the modern world
color is very important, and that it is
a new kind of problem. When I visited
Israel the last time, I visited a school
called Yemin Ord, where half of the 500
students there were Ethiopian. They
deliberately reached out to bring in the
Ethiopian youngsters in this village
school setting.

They have tremendous achievements
there. The Ethiopians have come from
a pastoral society, and have been able
over a short period of time to rise to
the level and the challenge of Israeli
education. The graduates from that
school who were Ethiopian performed
at an equal level to the other graduates
from that school.

Since then, they have had some dif-
ficulties. We have had some headlines
about Ethiopians rioting in the streets
of Tel Aviv, and being very upset about
the fact that some bigoted people in
the Israeli blood supply system sepa-
rated their blood out and threw it away
without telling them because they
thought there was something wrong
with their blood, and some other inci-
dents have taken place.

So they have had, as a result of
reaching out to the black Jews of Ethi-
opia and recognizing that they were
Jews, first of all, and color had to be
secondary, they have had some special
problems. The Israeli leadership is to
be congratulated for taking on those
problems with all the other problems
that they have.

If I had to call names, of course, and
I do want to call some names, David
Ben-Gurion, the first Prime Minister of
Israel; Golda Meir, the American
schoolteacher who went to Israel and
became Prime Minister; Menachem
Begin.

Menachem Begin was labeled by the
British as a terrorist, and he was in
that sense a terrorist. He led the vio-
lent uprisings which helped to force a
critical situation which led to the cre-
ation of the State of Israel.

Yitzhak Rabin and Shimon Perez. It
is interesting that Begin and Yitzhak
Rabin were both military people, they
were coordinators of violence. They
were successful generals and successful
commanders of violent activities, of
wartime activities, military activities.
But Menachem Begin and Yitzhak
Rabin were the greatest peacemakers
of Israel. Men who have faced war and
understood war were the ones who un-
derstood the necessity for peace.

Menachem Begin invited Anwar
Sadat to come from Cairo to Israel and
open the doorway to the peace agree-
ment which Jimmy Carter presided
over, and led to an agreement with
Egypt and Israel which in many ways
has done more for the security of Israel
than any other action taken by the
leadership of Israel since its existence.

They eliminated one front. They
eliminated their largest and most ef-
fective enemy, Egypt, by negotiating
peace at the proper time. They gave up
some oil wells, some real estate that
was very popular with the Israeli popu-
lation. They gave up a lot, but they got
peace and security as a result.
Menachem Begin, Yitzhak Rabin.

Shimon Perez was very interesting
individual, in the background for a
large part of his life. If one person can
be credited with building the Israeli
military machine in terms of the
equipment and the organization of it,
and even the creation of the Israeli Air
Force, and the creation of the series of
activities which probably led to Israel
developing a nuclear weapon of their
own, and I cannot document this and
nobody admits it, but certainly the Air
Force and the military machine of
Israel was built mostly through the in-
genuity and leadership of Shimon
Perez, who operated behind the scenes
and never fully got the credit. It is im-
portant that there are unnamed
Israelis that we will never know who
helped to make Israel what it is.

Leadership means more than the peo-
ple on top. The leadership in Nigeria,
the leadership in Trinidad and Ja-
maica, et cetera, the problem often is
that the leadership is too scarce. There
is only one layer of leadership, and
that layer of leadership, if they have
errors and faults, there is nobody to
balance them off. There are no people
to criticize them.

Leadership in a nation means that
you have to have newspaper editors,
judges. The whole set of modern func-
tionaries have to be present, and they
have to sort of play off each other and
keep each other in line, and you create
something which, by trial and error,
becomes a stable Nation.

The absence of this kind of leadership
in most of the nations that have been
newly formed is a serious shortcoming.
If there is any remedy for under-

developed nations or developing na-
tions that we ought to look at, it ought
to be some way to give them more and
more aid to create more and more lead-
ers. That means that education in
other developing nations ought to take
priority.

There are some nations which are
pitiful. Somalia destroyed itself com-
pletely. Somalia is 37 years old, but
they have completely destroyed them-
selves. There is no Nation of Somalia
anymore. There is something on the
map. They have no government at all,
it is completely gone.

This is a Nation where most of the
people are of African descent. This is a
Nation where most of the people speak
the same language, most are the same
religion. We cannot understand quite
what happened to Somalia, but because
of faction fighting, they destroyed
themselves completely. Israel exists
because they have been able to deal
with each other. They have had this
pool of leadership drawn from all over
the world. They have been able to com-
promise and negotiate when necessary.

There are some very serious problems
internally within the Nation now. At 50
years old, its existence is not guaran-
teed, I assure the Members, but cer-
tainly when we think of the pressure
on the Jewish populations of Europe,
which is part of what helped to create
Israel, the man who created those pres-
sures, Adolph Hitler, said that the
Third Reich would reign for a thousand
years. The third Reich is gone, it is no
more, but Israel is very much alive
with a lot of promise for growth in the
future.

I salute the State of Israel on the oc-
casion of its 50th birthday. The Jewish
people have defied numerous
catastrophies and they have survived
for thousands of years. Now Israel has
become a harvesting place for all of
these centuries of suffering and the
wisdom accumulated from that suffer-
ing. Happy birthday to the State of
Israel.

Mr. Speaker, if the majority is not
here, I would like to claim the other 30
minutes that is left for the second por-
tion of my presentation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). The time of the gentleman from
New York (Mr. OWENS) has expired. In
the absence of a member of the major-
ity party, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. OWENS) is recognized for the
remainder of his hour.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
talk about leadership again. The theme
of leadership now shifts to the United
States. It shifts to the Congress of the
United States.

Last week on Friday we voted the
majority budget into existence. That
majority budget completely ignored a
major need of this Nation. This Nation
needs to reform its education system.
At the heart of that reform process is a
need for the construction of new
schools.

In the Republican budget there are
no funds allocated for the construction
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of new schools. In fact, the Republican
budget represents an attack on edu-
cation. They are going to wipe out
Title I programs as we know them, and
they will proceed to turn the dollars
for Title I into vouchers.

They are going to completely ignore
the major problems. The problems have
been clearly delineated by the Presi-
dent, who started with his State of the
Union Address delineating the problem
of the schools when he said, we need $22
billion for the construction of new
schools. That is his program. I wish we
had a more direct way to deal with the
problem of the schools, and not
through a loan program.
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He offers a $22 billion loan program

where States and localities may borrow
the money and the Federal Govern-
ment would pay the interest. So they
are interest-free loans. That is better
than nothing, of course. It is signifi-
cantly better than nothing. But I wish
we would dedicate some portion of the
funds that we have at the Federal level
to the building of schools, grants out-
right to schools, especially in the
inner-city communities and the rural
communities where schools are in atro-
cious condition.

All over America, in the inner cities
in the suburbs, and in the rural areas,
we are beginning to find these schools
that are 75, 85 and 100 years old. They
need repairs at least. Many of them
need extensive renovations. Then we
find many situations where we need to-
tally new schools and they are just not
there. The Federal Government should
take leadership and this Congress
should take leadership.

We are facing a situation at this
point where there is going to be a budg-
et surplus of no less than $50 billion.
No matter how they play with the
numbers, there will be no less than $50
billion more in revenue collected than
there will be expenditures. So with a
surplus of $50 billion, now is the time.
We have a window of opportunity to
act and deal with the most pressing
needs of our school systems.

Education reform needs a lot of dif-
ferent things, but what it needs most is
the basics such as classrooms and safe
schools; safe schools and classrooms in
those schools which will allow us to
then move to the President’s second
point.

His second point is that we need to
use Federal resources to fund more
teachers and decrease the student-
teacher ratio so that teachers do not
have so many students to teach, espe-
cially in the early years.

That makes a lot of sense and the
education pedagogy, the surveys and
studies, everything supports the fact
that we would get a more effective and
more efficient school system if in the
early grades we had classrooms that
are smaller; probably even in later
grades too, but start with the early
grades.

The President’s proposal to provide
Federal aid to reduce the number of

children per class is the next step and
it is very sensible, but it cannot take
place in areas like New York City.
Even if we had the money for more
teachers, there is no place to put the
classes. We have to have more class-
rooms if we are going to make use of
the money for smaller classes.

The State of New York, the legisla-
ture, recently passed legislation which
guarantees that in 5 years, every child
will have a right to a pre-kindergarten
education. Pre-kindergarten education
will be universal in 5 years in New
York, theoretically. Theoretically, it is
going to be done. The money will be
available for the State to fund a large
part of it. But if we do not have the
classrooms, and in the places where we
do not have the classrooms like New
York City, where are we going to put
the pre-kindergarten kids when we
have situations where we cannot take
care of children who are already there?

We have situations like PS–161. And I
had a group of students from PS–161
visit me last week. It is a great school,
and I had been there to visit their
school about a month ago. I was very
much impressed with their school.
Their school has been cited nationally.
Even Diane Ravitch, who has very lit-
tle positive to say about inner-city
schools, cited this school as being an
excellent school. Diane Ravitch is a
former assistant secretary for OERI,
the Office of Education Research and
Improvement.

PS–161 is located about seven blocks
from my district office on Crown
Street in Brooklyn. 161 has a school
building that was built for 500 students.
They now have almost a thousand.
They have twice as many students
than they were built to hold. PS–161
has a coal-burning furnace. The school
still has a furnace that burns coal, not
only polluting the air around the
school, but polluting the internal
school building.

We cannot have coal-burning fur-
naces and not have coal dust escape.
The first house I ever owned had a
coal-burning furnace. I got a bargain
because of that. No matter what filters
we put in there or what steps we took,
some of the coal dust escaped in the
house. And after a while one can see
the coal dust settling around.

Mr. Speaker, if a child sits in a
school with a coal-burning furnace, and
an old one at that because these prem-
ises are 50 years old or older, and the
walls of the cellar and the walls in the
area around the furnace, all of those
are problem areas, the chimneys are
problem areas, I assure my colleagues
that if a child sits there for 6 years,
day after day, year after year, his
lungs will receive enough coal dust to
affect his health in some way. They
may never know.

But as I told the PS–161 students who
came to visit me, they achieve despite
it all. They are high achievers in read-
ing and high achievers in math scores,
among the highest in the city. They
achieve no matter, despite all of this.

But I hate to see one of those young
people so gifted, and they are not nec-
essarily gifted, but so well educated.
They are normal children. They do not
pick and choose them. They are not
picked for gifted and talented at-
tributes. They are just normal chil-
dren. Most of them are poor. Ninety-
five percent of the PS–161 students are
eligible for school lunches. They are el-
igible for the school lunch program,
which means they are poor. They are
coming from low-income families. Nev-
ertheless, they achieve at a very high
rate despite it all.

I would hate to see one of those high-
achieving students have their life cut
short or their career made difficult be-
cause they develop aggravated asthma
later in their teen or early college
years. I would hate to see one of their
lives cut short because they have lung
cancer because they have sat in a
building provided by the city fathers
and the Board of Education that was
unsafe.

We cannot control the environment
that poor children come from. We do
not have enough humanity yet to make
certain that every child gets three
meals a day and has a decent place to
stay, and food, clothing, and shelter.
We do not have that kind of society
yet. But certainly when a child goes to
school they ought to expect to have a
safe place, a place free of harm to
study, not a place which is a danger to
their health.

So the coal-burning school, PS–161, is
an abomination. The fact that we have
285 such schools in New York, out of
1,100 schools in New York, 285 have
coal-burning furnaces. That is an
abomination. That is cruel and inhu-
man treatment to children.

On top of that we add the fact that
these same children are in a school
that is overcrowded, so that some of
them have to eat lunch at 10 o’clock in
the morning. At PS–161 where despite
it all they perform brilliantly, they
have an excellent principal and they
have teachers who care, somehow the
reading scores, the math scores, any
barometer we utilize shows that they
are given an excellent education. But
they are subjected to force feeding at
10 in the morning. To make a child eat
lunch at 10 in the morning is a cruel
and inhuman treatment. Some have to
eat later on at 1 and 2 o’clock, and they
are hungry. That is cruel also.

That has to happen, they tell me, be-
cause the lunchroom is not big enough
to accommodate all the students. After
all, the school was built for 500 stu-
dents and it is accommodating almost
twice that number.

If PS–161 was by itself, I would not be
here today discussing this. But this is
the rule, the pattern almost, in certain
areas of the city. All of the schools
have a problem that forces them to
have very early lunches and very late
lunches. Most of the schools have some
problem there. Some are as bad as PS–
161, and they have children eating
lunch at 9:45 or 10 o’clock in the morn-
ing.
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In PS–161, they have a very tiny li-
brary room, but it was filled with eager
youngsters. They even have put in two
sections where they have a ring of com-
puters where the youngsters can prac-
tice on computers. The principal him-
self went out and begged and borrowed
and got the money together, it did not
come in the budget. Whatever has to
happen he makes happen there.

He has a skilled staff that he keeps
there because they like working there.
Some of his teachers come in from the
suburbs where they pay more money,
and they could get jobs in the suburbs
as teachers. They come there because
they like what they are doing. They
are in an environment with great lead-
ership, to keep the theme of leadership
going, because the principal is a great
leader. They get things accomplished.

But in that library, they pack one on
top of the other. The kids sit one next
to the other. They can barely turn the
page. But as a mark of what is happen-
ing in that school, you do not hear a
single sound in terms of children com-
plaining about not being able to turn
the page because they are so close to
one student, right next to another.
They work; they read. They achieve de-
spite it all.

I am here to salute PS–161 and all the
people involved, the principal, the
teachers, parents. They have an after-
school program where the parents run
it. The parents finance it. It is amazing
what they do at PS–161.

But why should the leadership of the
school system in New York, the leader-
ship at city hall, we have a $2 billion
surplus. This year we have a $2 billion
surplus projected in the city budget.
None of that has been proposed as a
way to get rid of some of the coal-burn-
ing furnaces. At the State level we
have more than a $2 billion surplus pro-
jected.

The Governor vetoed a bill recently
which would have given $500 million to
help alleviate the worst conditions in
school buildings. So I cannot complain
only about the Republican majority
here in this body. We have a situation
in our State and our city which shows
that there is no compassion. The lead-
ership wants to subject the children to
cruel and inhumane treatment.

We have an American Competitive-
ness Act that is going to be on the floor
soon, where the Senate has said the
only way we can get the people we need
for information technology, the only
way we can meet the problem of Y–
2000, you heard of that, where our com-
puters are going to go wild, lots of
things are going to happen if we do not
get those computers changed which
cannot deal with the year 2000. There is
a mad race on behind the scenes to deal
with the year 2000. We cannot get the
people to do it. We do not have the per-
sonnel.

One of the reasons we are going out-
side the country to get personnel is be-
cause we are confronting that problem.
But there is an ongoing need for infor-

mation technology workers; 300,000 va-
cancies exist right now in the informa-
tion technology industry. The Depart-
ment of Labor projects that over the
next 5 or 10 years we will have 1.5 mil-
lion vacancies in the information tech-
nology industry, because they do not
see the colleges and universities and
the other places which produce these
information technology workers, they
do not have the capacity, they do not
have the students in there now. Unless
something radical happens, we are not
going to be able to take care of those
positions.

We have the American Competitive-
ness Act. If ever there was a misnamed
piece of legislation, it is the American
Competitiveness Act, which the House
will be acting on soon, which calls for
the importation of an extra 30,000 peo-
ple in the category of professionals. We
are going to lessen the quota in some
other areas for immigrants and in-
crease the quota for professionals in
order to deal with this problem; 30,000
more in the first year and over a period
of 2 or 3 years, 20,000 each year more.

Many of them are going to come from
Bangalore, India. There is a special
company over there which sends us
large numbers, the same company that
sends large numbers of Indian workers
here for our information technology in-
dustry, that same company also has a
large number of contracts to work on
the Indian nuclear weapons. As I said
before, you have a circle there where
we are training people who can make
the bombs, which we deplore, the pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons.

So we have a problem of leadership in
America. We have a problem with lead-
ership in this House. There is no com-
passion for poor children out there who
need the help of the Federal Govern-
ment.

The Federal Government cannot do it
all, but if we make the first step, we
take the first step, we can push the
States and the cities to use some of
their surplus or more of their surplus
or, if not the surplus, to find a way to
meet us somewhere. Somebody has to
have the compassion to see that you
are putting children at risk in unsafe
and dilapidated buildings.

I have not covered all of the hazards.
Some of the schools still have lead
pipes that are unhealthy. Some schools
have lead paint. Some of the schools
have top floors where there is deterio-
ration as a result of too many leaks,
and there are so many problems with
the leaking that they cannot find it
anymore. The walls are just caving in.

I am sure that this is not unique to
New York. Other big cities and rural
areas have similar problems with re-
spect to defectiveness of school build-
ings. I want to salute the United Fed-
eration of Teachers, the affiliate of the
American Federation of Teachers in
New York. They took the case to court
with respect to safety in school build-
ings, and they recently won a victory.
A judge has ordered that all school
buildings in New York have to be in-
spected for violations.

We inspect other buildings. Land-
lords are held to standards with respect
to health and safety. But we have
never had a situation where schools
have been held to the same standards.
They have been exempt from inspec-
tions from the health or the buildings
departments. The judge has now or-
dered that.

We remember what happened in
Washington when they began to look
at certain kinds of shortcomings in the
schools. For 3 weeks they had to delay
the opening of schools here in Washing-
ton, D.C., because roofs had to be re-
paired. We hope that we are going to
confront this problem and really get
down to admitting that we have a cri-
sis and are subjecting children to a cri-
sis.

We are endangering and injuring the
national security of the United States.
Our national security is now tied up
with the degree to which we educate
our population.

I am not going to belittle the need
for a strong Air Force or a strong
Navy, the need for the most effective
modern weapons, but in addition to
that and in order to keep that going,
you need an educated population on a
scale we have not yet recognized to
keep everything going.

We have these surveys that have been
done about the shortages of informa-
tion technology workers in business.
They only look at businesses. They
surveyed businesses. They have not
surveyed the nonprofit sector and their
needs for information technology
workers. They have not surveyed
schools, which are trying to get going
with more and more information tech-
nology, and they need personnel. When
you look at all of the ways in which we
are going to be utilizing information
technology workers, the problem
mushrooms. Our Nation’s national se-
curity, our leadership economically, all
is being jeopardized by the blind man-
ner in which we insist on proceeding by
not recognizing the importance of edu-
cation.

The budget that has been submitted
by the majority Republicans in this
House does not recognize the edu-
cational crisis at all. It plays games
with education. It is dangerous, the
budget that has been submitted by this
House.

We are ignoring a window of oppor-
tunity. We have a $50 billion surplus we
can contemplate. And anybody who
says that none of that surplus is going
to be spent on anything but Social Se-
curity, that is a lie. That is a big lie,
because we have left certain things un-
done. We have not fully funded the
transportation bill, not fully funded
the agriculture research bill. A number
of places have not been fully funded.

You watch, as we go into the latter
part of this session, we get to the last
days of October, you watch them pull
the rabbits out of a hat. You watch and
understand that part of that $50 billion
surplus is going to go toward meeting
some of these needs, as it ought to. I
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am all in favor of some of the money
being dedicated to Social Security.

When the President made his State of
the Union address, we anticipated $8
billion. Certainly if you only had an $8
billion surplus, it should go to the So-
cial Security contingency fund, rainy
day fund. But if you have $50 billion,
why not divide it the way that I pro-
pose. One-fourth of it can go to Social
Security, $50 billion or more, one-
fourth Social Security contingency
fund. One-fourth should go to the re-
duction of taxes on people, families
that earn $50,000 or less. And one-
fourth should go to a direct grant sys-
tem for school construction and repair
and renovation and improvement. An-
other fourth should go to other edu-
cation matters such as reduction of
class sizes, the purchase of equipment,
education technology.
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We can spend $50 billion in ways that
would be an investment for national se-
curity. If you put it into education, it
is an investment for national security,
unlike any other expenditures. We are
going to spend it on something, we
might as well put on the table a discus-
sion right now of how we are going to
spend the $50 billion, how we are going
to invest the $50 billion and not play
games.

I put a statement in the RECORD on
the budget where I said the following
last week at the time of the discussion
of the budget:

It is highly likely that there will be
a budget surplus of no less than $50 bil-
lion for the coming budget year. For
the first time in many decades, there
will be a window of opportunity to
make meaningful Federal investments
in education. Unfortunately, the Fed-
eral share of the overall expenditures
for education is merely 7 percent at
present. This budget surplus offers an
opportunity to bolster our national se-
curity by increasing the pool of brain-
power to operate our increasingly com-
plex society. I propose that the new
budget surplus be divided in accord-
ance with the priorities that I have
just stated. This represents a worthy
budget deal. Let us make a deal. Let
the deal be on the table in respect to
how we should spend the dollars, one-
fourth for direct emergency for school
funding, one-fourth for Social Security,
one-fourth to reduce taxes for people at
the bottom, and one-fourth for other
education priorities. This represents a
worthy budget deal which should im-
mediately be placed on the table for
discussion and debate. We need an open
debate on the best use for the surplus.
What American voters should fear
most is a closed-door, smoke-filled
room, a deal made in October with only
representatives of the Republican-con-
trolled appropriations committees and
representatives from the White House
present. There will be a compromise
which will leave out very important,
basic national security concerns, espe-
cially as they relate to education.

School construction will be tossed
aside in that kind of compromise. Let
us talk about it. Let the American peo-
ple hear the possibilities. Let the focus
groups and the polling show us where
they are and let the parties respond to
that. The common sense of the Amer-
ican voters cannot go into play if they
do not know what the issues are, if
they do not know what the possibilities
are. We have an option. We have a $50
billion plus option, a window of oppor-
tunity, and the public ought to know
about it. A multibillion dollar deal is
going to be made. Let this deal be done
in the sunshine. Let us do a deal for
the children of America.

Start acting real.
Right now do a democratic deal.
Do this magic surplus deal.
Upfront right away.
Chase infected cynics
Off the political highway.
Make humane rules.
Build safe schools.
Start acting real.
Right now do the deal.
Sunshine is now okay.
Act fast in the light of day.
Invest it the people’s way.
Stop pushing the no touch lie.
In four pieces cut the pie.
Start acting real.
Right now do the deal.
Vote for children’s justice fast.
Make up for the stupid past.
The budget is on keen keel.
Upfront right away.
Do this magic surplus deal.
Do the deal now. Let us not have a

situation similar to the one we had in
1990 when they all went to the White
House under George Bush and the lead-
ership of the Congress and they made a
deal that was not in the best interests
of the American people. At that time I
wrote a piece called the Budget Sum-
mit where I said:

In the great white D.C. mansion
There’s a meeting of the mob.
And the question on the table is
Which beggars will they rob?
There’s a meeting of the mob.
Now, I’ll never get a job.
All the gents will make a deal.
And the poor have no appeal.
There’s a meeting of the mob.
It is still relevant. I do not want the

mob to meet at the White House or any
appropriations room and decide behind
the scenes how to use the surplus with-
out the input of Members of Congress.
We all get elected, the same number of
constituents in the districts. We should
all have input. The American people
should have an input. The columnists
and the analysts, everybody should
have an input. They should not sud-
denly wake up and find the deal is done
and is done badly, we have used the
money in ways that are really not con-
sistent with what voters think are the
priorities. Education is an ongoing pri-
ority.

Within the education priority, there
is no priority more important than
construction. Safe schools, safe schools
where students can study safely and in

peace and with the necessary equip-
ment and supplies. They should come
first. In our national security, nothing
is more important than education. We
have a window of opportunity. We need
the leadership in this House, we need
the leadership in this city, in Washing-
ton, leadership that understands this.
Nations rise and fall on the basis of
their leadership.

As I said before, superpowers can fall,
too. The Soviet Union died at age 75 be-
cause its leadership was just not re-
sponsive. Its leadership closed its cir-
cle. They would not listen to anybody
from the outside. They would not even
let the outsiders know what they were
deciding.

Nothing is worse than going into the
backroom and making a deal without
the input of the American people.
Nothing is more anti-democratic.
Nothing is more destructive. We need
leadership. We are a great Nation. We
are called, as President Clinton said,
the indispensable Nation. We have a
pivotal set of decisionmakers in this
pivotal Nation. This year is a pivotal
time of decision-making. Let us make
decisions that are in the interest of the
children of America.
f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. RUSH (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today, on account of busi-
ness in the district.

Mr. DEUTSCH (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today, on account of
personal reasons.

Mr. FARR of California (at the re-
quest of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today and
the balance of the week, on account of
official business.

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (at the re-
quest of Mr. ARMEY) for today, on ac-
count of attending a funeral.

Mr. HOUGHTON (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today and until 6 p.m. on
Wednesday, on account of family ill-
ness.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE!) TO REVISE AND
EXTEND THEIR REMARKS AND INCLUDE
EXTRANEOUS MATERIAL:)

Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. UNDERWOOD, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. CAPPS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. GOODE, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Ms. JACKSON-LEE OF TEXAS, for 5

minutes, today.
Mrs. MALONEY OF NEW YORK, FOR 5

MINUTES, TODAY.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania) to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)
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